IN THE MATTER OF T
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UNIVERSITY AVENUE, 75C' SQUTH-
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BEFORE THE

OPINION

This matter ccmes before the Board as an appeal from the
decision of the Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County dated
November 5, 1590 which denied the property owner's Petition for a
setback variance.

The Appellant, Robert Greenwalt, an attorney by profession,
represented himself, and the Protestant, Samuel Guida, proceeded
without Cot FE of with the participation and support of the

Baltimore County.
ome perspective to this case, Appellant personally

cve ground-level swimming pool to the side of his
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encroachment on his property except to cut six inches off the
width, and then to seek a zero foot setback after a protest had
been filed with the Zoning Commissioner.

Samuel Guida testified that he had no objection to the
swimming pool's location, but strongly objected to the deck
servicing the pool, which was constructed by Appellant within a
foot of the Guida property line. Mr. Guida further testified that
the natural drainage problem is a neighborhood concern, but that
the pool adds to his particular erosion problems. He considered
the deck placement parallel and within inches of his fence as an
encroachment to his property and strongly opposed anything less
than the 2 1/2 foot setback required.

He also stated that the 1location of the deck and its
appearance reduces the value of his property. He further stated
that the deck could have been constructed on the opposite side of

the pool where children's use would not be restricted nor his
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entered into the record of this case, it is not evident that the
Appellant would experience practical difficulty or unreasonable

hardship if the requested variance of a zero foot side yard setback

'was denied. It is apparent that he can readily relocate the deck

to the opposite side of his pool, utilizing the area of his open
back yard without encroaching on that of his neighbor.
Furthermore, as summarized by People's Counsel at the
conclusion of this case, laws provide parameters for people to live
within harmoniously. This Board feels that the legal setback is
justified in this matter. There is nothing topographical that
requires the present location of the deck, only what was the
optimum position for the Appellant. The Appellant's deck location
in the view of this Board was one that was desirable for him but
not a necessity. Enforcement of the zoning regulations would not

unreasonably prevent the use of the pool nor be unnecessarily
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IT IS FURTHER ORDERED that the subject deck shall be removed

on or before March 1, 1992.

Any appeal from this decision must be made in accordance with
Rules B-1 through B-13 of the Maryland Rules of Procedure.
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burdensome, and therefore the variance is denied.

rear yard, and in accord with the legal setback from his neighbor's - : -f privacy disturbed. A buffer of bushes that could have provided  ;_ 5 ORDER
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ified to the reasons T SofMe privacy was removed by Appellant when he instalied his pool. EE ¥ It is therefore this 24th day of September 1991 by the

fcr the peool placement which was rather restricted because of An area variance may be granted where strict application of

County Board of Appeals of Baitimore County ORDERED that the

trees, the shape of the land and a bothersome water drainage the Baltimore County Zoning Regulations (BCZR) would cause requested Petition for Zoning Variance to permit a zero foot side

problem. AT practical difficulty to the Petitioner and his property. McLean v. yard setback in lieu of the minimum 2 1/2 foot for an accessory

the deck to the pool was erected in 1988, a permit had ;; f — Soley, 270 Md. 208 (1973). To prove practical difficulty for an structure (deck) is hereby DENIED.
not been obtained for the deck and Appellant testified that he was ,'r ‘ ' area variance, the Petitioner must meet those counditions outlined

not aware of the required setback. Testimony indicates that in Anderson v. Board of Appeals, Town of Chesapeake Beach, 22 Md.

Appellant did not respond to his neighbor's concerns about the deck | F App. 28 (1974). In consideration of the testimony and exhibits
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FINDINGS OF FACT AND CONCLUSIONS OF LAW

Re Case No. 91-92-A (Robert B. Greenwalt, et ux) 1) whether strict compliance with requirement

o R o . . ) __ would unreasonably prevent the use of the proper-
~sar Mr. Greenwalt: Sl ) " Hould 1 . _ _ ) R The Petitioners herein request a zoning variance from Section 400.1 . ty for a permitted purpose or render
. capti . Notices shou e sent of any & r oIl : : unnecessarily burdensome;

Please enter the appearance of
conformance
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The Petitioner, Robert Greenwalt, testifijed that he placed the sub- S unreasonable hardship 1f the requested variance was denied. Clearly, the
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Pursuant to the advertisement, posting of the property, and public
hearing on this Petition held, and for the reasons given above, the relief

requested should be denied.

THEREFORE, IT 1S Q by the Zoning Commissioner for Baltimore
County this ;_‘E 7;d-a_y of i” 1990 that the Petition for a Zoning

Variance from Section 400.1 of the B.C.Z.R. to permit a zero ft. side yard
setback in lieu of the minimum 2-1/2 ft. for an accessory structure
{pocl/deck), in accordance with the Petitioners' Exhibit No.1, is hercby
DENIED; and,

IT IS5 FURTHER ORDERED that the subject deck shall be removed on or

before April 15, 1991.

OBERT HRINES
oning Commissioner
for Baltimore County

JRH/mmn

Hr. and Mes. Robexrt B. Greenwmli
20 Univexsity Avemns
Catongville, Maxvland 21228

RE: Petition for Zoning Variance
Case No. 91-9Z2-3

Pear Mr. and Mrs. Grocowali:

Enclosed pleasc f£ind the decision rendered im the shove cx
case. %he Potition for Zoning Variaoce has been gramted, in o
with the attached Order.

Intheeventtbedecisi&nmmﬁexeﬁisunfmlemmypartg,@m
beadviseﬁthatanypartymgfileaﬂap@ealwithinthhty{%}éaysafthe
date of the Order to the County Board of Bppesis. If you regnire
additional informetion concerning filing am appsal., please feal free to
contact our Appeals Clark sk 887-3301.
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iellowing reasoms: {indicate bardship or prac

0 of Baltimore County, to the Aeming Law of Balimore Coamiy: o the
teal difficuity) = -

A deck adjacent to the pool is necesgary and usaful for access, the
deck ie at & cormer of the yard not used and serict compliance

with tha'rggnlamana would unreasonably prevent use of the portion of
the pooperty. Deck is wooden structure above ground.

Property is to be posted and advertised as prescribed by Zoning Regulations.

I, or we, agree %o pay expenges of above Variance advertising, posting, sic., upon filing of this
on agg’ furfher wgéye tapami are 10 be hound by the zoning regulations aéo resirietions of
more County adopied pursuant to the Zoning Law For Baltimore County,

~_1/We do selemnly declare and aBimm,
under the pemaliies of per ma.e&at 1/we
are the ‘legal owmer(s) propexty
which is the subject of this Petition,

ZONING DESCRIPTION

Beglaning at a point on the south slde of University Avenue
whiah le forty feet wide 2t the distance of ‘3‘-40' south of
the centerline of tha nearest Iimproved intsrs
KEenwood Avenue, which ig 40 feet wide,

24, 25 and 26

ecting street,

Being Lots numbered
+ 88 shown on the Plat of Catonsville Knolls,
as recorded in the Land Records of Béltimor

& County in
Plat Book 7, folio 50,

| containing 7800 square feet. ‘Also
known as 20 University Avenue and located

in the 12th Election
Districr, o

les Co 1 Contraet Purchaser: . Legal Owner{s):
cc: Peoples unse _

ey 2
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, : Catoneville , MD.21228 -
Signatura City and State

: Nams, address and phone number -of legal owner, con-
Address tract purchaser or rapreseptative te he contaected

ORDER RECEIV

Date
By
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€ity and State _
Attormey’s Telephone No.: .

RED By The Zoning Commissioner of Baltimore County, this

of oAV ., 1972, that the subject matter of this petition be advertised, as
t the Law of Baltimore County, in two newspapers of general circulalion through-
sut Baltimore County, that property be posted, and that the public hearing be had before the Zoning
Commissioner of Ballimors County in Room 108, County Office Building in Towson, Baltimors

O

CERTIFICATE OF posTiNG /7~ 7V 7 _
ZONING DEPARTMENT OF BALTIMORE COUNTY | : | ' 8 F _ Baltimors Consied
" ' | THIS I8 TO CERTIFY, thei the annesed advertisement was publish- Y5 iy

) 4=y in the CATONSVILLE TIMES, a weskly acwspaper published i
Date of Posting f’é’ﬂ;m.:&-!ﬁﬁkz. ed m the CATO y 2

-—- ' , Baltimore County, E@d.,mhm&’w weeks, &eﬁa
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Kumber of Signe: /

Rr. & Mrs. Robert B. Gresrumlt
20 University Averuw
Catonsville, Maryland 21228

Re: Petition for Zoning Veriance
CASE MUMRER:s 91-82-4
/3 of University Avenue, 750' SE ¢/l of Kenumod Avenue
20 Undversity Averue
st Election District - 1st Councilmenic
Petitioner(s): Robert B. Greemwalt, et ux
HEARING: THURSDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1980 at 11:00 a.m.

Denniz F, Rasmusaen
Connty Executive

CERTIFICATE OF PUBLICATION

Deer Pstitioners:

- 3 70

THIS IS TO CERTIFY, that the annexed advertisement was

TOWSON, MD.,

s
Please be esdvised that $____73-J7

is due for advertisin and £
the abova coptioned propesty, 9 posting of

J Zotimore Comty (@)
| - & : € L =
Ceaaty Office Building
311 West Chesepeaks Avenun Account R-001-6i58
Tewsen, Maryland 21208 Sumber

published in THE JEFFERSONIAN, a weekly newspaper published
in Towson, Baltimore County, Md., once in each of _L successive

JHis ggg ﬁHﬁi_gE BRAID AND THE ZOHING SIGN & pusT BET1(5)
weeks, the first publication appearing on qd ‘9 7 19 90

RETURNED DN ITHE DAY UF TME HEARING OR THE OROER SHALL NOT ISSUE,
DU_NOT_REMOVE THE SIGN & POST SET1(8) Fhum THE PRUPERTY
UNTIL INE DAY UF TIE NEARING, '

£/09/90 H9 100054 Please meke your check payable to 8altimore County, Maryland. Bring the

chack snd the sign & post set{s) to the Zoning Office, County OFfice Butid-
ing, 111 W. Chesapeske Avenue, Room 113, fowson, Maryland fifteen {15)
wminutes before your hearing is scheduled te begin,

THE JEFFERSONIAN, FPUEBLIC HEQGRING FEES PRICE

i = 010 -ZONING VARIANCE (IRL) i X $35.00
{.2ehe. O'\,QW | Ty easo0
n - i 5 '

. LAST NAME OF OWNER: BREENWALT P gEe TG L '{ﬁmu
Publisher | | ar T

Be eadvised that should you fail to return the sign 3 post set{s), there

will bs an edditional $80.00 sdded to the ebove amount for pach such sob

S1GM8 / ADVERTISING 1 X
LB : not returnad,

Very truly yours,

2. ADBERYT NAINES
ZONING COMIOISSIONER
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Dennis F. Rasmussen
County Executive

S, wreenwalt:

Flarns Advisory Committee has reviewed the plans submitted
apcve referenced petition. The tfollowing comments are not
to  indicate the appropriateness of the zoning action
but  to assure that all parties are made aware of plans or
regard to the development plans that may have a bearing
Cirecter of Planning may file a written report with the

icner with recommendations as to the suitabiiity of the

are all comments submitted from the members of the Committee
ime that offer or request information on your petition. If
comments from the remaining members are received, I will
hem to you. Otherwise, any comment that is not informative
placed in the hearing file. This petition was accepted for
certificate and a hearing

accordingly.

BE APPRECIATED LF YOU WOULD RETURN YOUR WRITTEN COMMENTS TO
» ATTENTION JULIE WINIARSKI. IF YOU HAVE ANY QUESTIONS
THIS, PLEASE CONTACT HER AT 887-3391.

Vv truly yours,
MZA,Q,
4

ES E. DYER
Chairman
Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

Enclosures

Septesber 7, 1880

NOTIGE OF HEARING

Hhe Zonisg Counissioner of Baltimore Comnty, by asthority of the Zoning Act aud Begnlatiops of Baltimors
County will bold a public hearing on the property identified hereis in Room 105 of the Connty Officn Budlding
located at 111 W, Chesapeaks Avenve in Towson, Maryiand 21304 as follows:

Petition for Zoning Variance

CASE MEIMEER: O1-82-A°

SW/S of University Avenue, 750' SE c/l of Kermood Avenue
20 University Avenue

1st Election District ~ 1st Counciimenic

Petitioner(s): Robert B. Greenwalt, et ux

HEARING: THURSDAY, OCTOBER 25, 1990 at 11:00 a.m.

Varisnce to perwmit a zers ft. side yard setback in lieu of the minimum 2% ft. for an accessory
stricture (ponl/deck).

In tim ovent that this Petitien is granted, & huilding permit may be issued vithin the thirty (30) day appeal
period. Yhe Yming Comaissiover will, however, entertain any request for a stay of the issuante of said permit

deving this period for good cause shown. Such request must be fn weiting and received in this offica by thn
date of the keoring sot ohove or presented at the hearing.

EZcaing Cosal ssioger of
Baltimore Commty

cc: Mr. & Prs. Greeremlt

Baltimore County

Zoning Commissioner
Office of Planning & Zoning
Towsor. Maryiand 21204
(3011 BR73353

J. Robert Haines

Zorgng (ammissconer

Dennis F. Rasmussen
County Executive

Your petition has been received and accepted for filing this

29th day of Augusi, 1990.

J. ROBERT HAINES
ZONING COMMISSIONER

Received By:

Dt

Zoning Plans Advisory Committee

Petitioner: Robert B. Greenwalt, et ux

Petitioner's Attorney:

Gounty Boned of Appeals of Baltimore @ounty

COUNTY QFFICE BUILDING, ROOM 815
111 W. CHESAPEAIKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(307 887-3180

Hearing Room -
Room 301, County Office Bldg. May 3, 19891

Eorisirs 153 3Te0r

Lonnty Execntive

NOTICE OF ASSIGNMENT

NG POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND
SUFFICIENT REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE
IN WRITING AND IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2{b). BND
POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF
SCHEDULED HEARING DATE UNLESS IN FULL COMPLIANCE WI'tH
RULE 2(c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL NO. 59-79. pd

/s

L

CASE NOC. 91-92-A ROBERT B. GREENWALT, ET UX
SW/s of University Ave., 750Y SE of ¢/l of
Eenwood Avenue (20 Universify Avenue)
lst Election District
lst Councilmanic Distri

VAR-Side vard setbac
11/5/90 -Z2.C.'s Orger DENYING Petition.
ASSIGNED FOR: FRIDAY, AUGUST 2@, 1991 AT 1:00 p.m.

0
cc: Robert & Mary Greenwalt /// Petiﬂ?i@é&s/ﬁpp@llants

.{:O l}ﬂ{\\

/
Samuel and Sharon Guida

People's Counsel for Bféimoﬁ\e&&éunt& \D Ny ﬁ%b _
\ H

P. David Fields

Pat Keller _./ . 9' \ I*\ ¥ V
Public Services .- é)g‘ \ x%b

J. Robert Haines / _ \ ‘b

Ann M. Nastarowigz 0\ Lah

James E. Dyer / J\

W. Carl Richacdg, Jr.

Docket Clerk ~ Zoning

Arnold Jablgh, Chief Deputy County Attorney

‘ Lindal.ee M. Kuszmaul
Legal Secretary

BALTIMORE COUNTY, MARYLAND
INTER-QFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

J. Robert Haines DATE: August 23, 1990

Zoning Commissioner

Pat RKeller, Deputy Director
Office of Planning and Zoning

SUBJECT: Robert B. Greenwalt, Item No. 54

The Petitioner requests a Variance to permit a zero f£t. setback
in lieu of the minimum 2-1/2 ft. for an accessory structure (pool
deck).

In reference to the Petitioner's request, staff offers no
comments.

If there should be any further questions or if this office can
provide additional information, please contact Jeffrey Long in the
Office of Planning at 887-3211.

PR/JL/cmm

ITEM54/ZAC1

Gonuty Board of Apprals of Baltimore County

COUNTY OFFICE BUILDING., ROOM 315
111 W. CHESAPEAKE AVENUE
TOWSON, MARYLAND 21204

(301) 887-3180

Room 301, County Office Bldg. May 22, 1991

NOTICE OF POSTPONEMENT AND REASSIGNMENT

ND POSTPONEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHOUT GOOD AND
SUFFICIENT REASONS. REQUESTS FOR POSTPONEMENTS MUST BE
IN WRITING AND IN STRICT COMPLIANCE WITH RULE 2(b). NO
POSTPOMEMENTS WILL BE GRANTED WITHIN FIFTEEN (15) DAYS OF
SCHEDULED HEARING DATE UNLESS IN FULL COMPLIANCE WITH
RULE 2{c), COUNTY COUNCIL BILL NO. 59~79,.

CASE NO. 91-92-A ROBERT B. GREENWALT, ET UX
SW/s of University Ave., 750' SE of c/l of
Kenwood Avenue (20 University Avenue)
1st Election District
1st Councilmanic District

VAR-Side yard setback
11/5/90 -Z.C.'s Order DENYING Petition.

which was scheduled for hearing on August 23, 1991 has been
POSTPONED at the request of Protestants in this matter and has been

REASSIGNED FOR: WEDNESDAY, SEPTEMBER 11, 1991 AT 10:00 a.m.

c<: Robert & Mary Greenwalt Petitioners/Appellants
Samuel and Sharon Guida

People's Counsel for Baltimore County

P. David Fields

Pat Keller

Public Services

J. Robert Haines

Ann M. Nastarowicz

James E. Dyer

W. Carl Richards, Jr.

Docket Clerk - Zoning

Arnold Jablon, Chief Deputy County Attorney

LindalLee M. Kuszmaul
Legal Secretary

S omeme (ounty

= Jengrtment

- re
L =

0 2ast Jeppa Road. Suite 901

AUGUST 28, 1990

-

J. Fcrert Heines
icrirg Cormissioner
Cffice of Planring and Zoning
Eaitircre County Cffice Building
Tcwscn, MD 21204
kE: Froperty Owner: ROBERT B. GREENWALT
Location: = #20 UNIVERSITY AVENUF
iten No.: 54 Zoning Agenda: AUGUST 28, 1990
Certlemen:
Fursuant tc your request, the referenced property has been surveyed by
tkis Bureau and the comments below are applicable and required to be
corrected or incorporated into the final plans for the property.

7. The Fire Prevention Bureau has no comments at this time.

Noted and )

REVIEWER :Cabl [Lrmo pa 7G W), £799° Approved




@iialtimore County Government :
Zoning Commissioner -
Office of Planning and Zoning
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" RALTIMORE COUNTY. MARYLAND

INTE2-SFFICE CORRESPONDENCE

11 West Chesapeake Avenue
AUGUST 27, 1990

Towson, MI) 2120 B887-3353

SAINTS. ZONING COMMISSONER, DEPARTMENT ZONING

R vy S et S

5

. BURNHAM, FPLANS REVIEW CHIEF, DEPARTMENT OF

- - L) -
._‘AF-RS- oy

sontn: TEM 20 S ; \«\ . i | ‘ | . Baltimore County Board of Appeals
R e ennivy v 30" SE centerli ~ BALTINORE COUNTY, MARYLAND | . ] County Office Building, Room 315
..‘1':_,‘.-"'35: SWiS of University Ave,UT?O' Sftce:‘t’::u:l;e INTEROF TR ICBE CORRRER BPONDESNGC B ' 3 : .

T 27 Kenwood Avenue (#20 University . ; | Ty !

TLECTION DISTRICT: st |

Towson, Maryland 21204
FILEITIC Zoning‘ Advisory Committee DATE: August 21, 1890

December 27, 1990

o
f
P

QD
113

o o

COTNTIIMANIS DISTRICT: st | T0:

RE: Petition for Zoning Variance

] 1 _ _ — SM/S of University Avenue, 750 ft. SE ¢/l of Kemwood Avenue
] 5 FROM: Robert W. ng, ] ] | - | |
\EOVE ZONING ITEM INDICATES THE | Bowling, P.E. \ | .

. (20 University Avenue) "
1 : BFENDANT /744 Jlesr? (37%2,70a8/7 ADDRES . : 1st Election District, 1st Councilmanic District
i oAt T T | ROBERT B. GREENWALT, ET UX - Petitioner
: RE: Zoning Advisory Committee Meeting , 3 ' ; j Case No. 91-92-a
@ ; for August 28, 1990 ; ] , : |
IS %ZT, COMPLY TO STATE CODE OF | ’ ] . : tioned petition is the subject of am - :
T NIT, : | ‘ e bg advised that the aforemen pe _ Dear Board:
MARYZAND BUILDING CODE FOR THE | , active vg?::zm cese. When the petition is scheduled for & public hearing, | _

f The Developers Engineering Division has reviewed 3 . pleese notify the following pe ‘
\ RAMPS (degree slope) ‘ the subject goning items and we have no comments for : '

' '_ f filed in this office on December 3, 1990, 1990 by Robert B.
S e Ttews 21, 50, 53, 54 and 90-507-SPHRA. e ¥ .

: 3IGNAGE

_ | _ Greerwa.t, Fetitioner. All materials relative to the case are being
g . ; 4,4, of s oAdrE forsarded herewith.
. : § ; ; Y4 ny Cf. C)/?r’n
; For ltem 47 (revieed) the sewer service to the bage- \S’GMN 6.0 M /
CFS FOR EXTERIOR F(I:f;E . : ; ®ent of the house at this location does not eppear to be ': ‘
- ARTICLE 9 OF THE CURREN 1

- ap

Flease be advised that an appeal of the above-referenced case was

Please notify all parties to the case of the date and time of the
feagsible.

appea. tearing when it has been scheduled. If you have any questions
conTerning this matter, please do not hesitate to contact this office.

; 1 . _ ] S Very truly yours,

: : , iy ’
) : S S - Developers sngineering Division a - , : ¢
ANGE THE EXISTING ? . ‘ _ | _
ARTICLE THREE AND | 3 ;

NECESSARY BY CODE

J. ROBERT HAINES

Zoning Commissioner
. LIMITATIONS, SECTION 516.0

ZCUE) . 3 :
 pressure treated or | - f : ~ After the public hearing is held, please send a copy of the Zoning
ne ot pressur 3 : that the : - . - : : s
ed memo. ’ ’ Comaissioner's Order to the Zoning Enforcement Coordinator, so : =1 Aterl s Mary Greenwalt, 20 University Ave., Catonsville, MD 21228
.n; the BOCA Cide as amendec f S ; appropriate action mey be taken relative to the violation case. |
. .*--:-.ST :HESAP:AKE AVENUEl : .

Sam:e. and Sharcn Guida - 18 University Ave. Catonsville, MD 21228

~aunsel of Baltimore County
» tcunty Office Bldg., Towson, Md. 21204

3/3/91 - Following parties notified of hearing set for August 23,
1991 at 1:00 p.m.:

: November 30, 1990
Robert & Mary Greenwalt - - 7 |
Samuel and Sharon Guida : June 20, 1990 f f A~ inore County Bogrd of Appeals
People’'s Counsel for Baltimore County - : - ; :mey Jffice Building
P. David Fields : g ,: Zwson, MD 21204
Pat Keller ices | Mr. and Mrs. Robert Greenwalt ' 2 Re: Petition for Zoning Variance
Public Serv : : : 91-92-a
J. Robert Haines ‘ ] 20 University Avenue ; Case No. -92-
Ann M. Rastarowica : Baltimore, Marylend 21228 ]
James E. Dyer ' :

; Sentiemen:
W. Carl Richards, Jr. : RE: Case No. C-90-289%6 ;
Docket Clerk - Zoning ; .

: 20 University Avenue f : The Petitioners would like to appeal the decision of the
Arnold Jablon, Chief Deputy County Attorney 1st Election District : :

; ' Zsning Commissioner in the above referenced case denying the
'- Dear Mr. and Mrs. Greenwalt: §
= 11 %7 = Notize of FOSTPONEMENT and REASSIGNMENT sent to above parties - case now | : | variance, dated November S, 1990.
$#t fir September 11, 1991 at 10:00 a.m. - request of Protestants. A complaint has been filed in this office regarding an accessory

i ] structure on your Property. The nature of the complaint involves the
HLodreenwalt, é ] 5

Please set this matter in for a hearing on the appeal.
setback of your acceasory structure (the pool deck)

from the Property [
line. ~ The Baltimore County Zoning Regulations specifies that a 2.5° | Very truly yours,
setback is required. Plgase Fe-arrange your pool deck so that it mssts the ? -

_ setback requirement. You have forty-five ( 45) days from the date of this JL,/'s é&?}[]M

wiile, MD 21228

Alternatively you may wish to =mesk Zoning approval for & zero setback , . ESP?EEogérGreenwait
from the property line. This would be via a public hearing. ' :
, _ : for the public hearing are availeble in the County Office Buil :
o 3 : West Chesspeake Avenue, Room 113 from 8:30 a.m. to 4:30 p.m. You must have
1 ] an appointment date to review your papers. You have forty-five (45) days
P. David Fields, Directror -f f.anning & Zoning — : i f from the date of this letter to obtain your date.
‘atrick K v, Cttice <f Fianring & Zoni 3 ] 5 _ .
;“;Z;i;iﬁi;m _‘_‘,‘jm L.;:Tlssi;n:r oning = 7 _ : Under no circumstances will the zoning office approve a structure that
Ann M. Nastarowicz, Depaty Irrning Ccmmissioner 5 encrozches on an edjoining propsriy.
W. Carl Richards, Jr., Zuning Coordinator ' , : 337-;595012 have any questions,
bocket Clerk ] A 5 ; .
Arnold Jablon, County Attorrey ; _
Public Services

Please do not hesitate to contact me at

ncersly,

/ “_gfr// ! ,\x‘,m £y ‘. 76

DEREK PROPALIS
2oning Inspector

2 -
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¢ s far (open)

. ?-&ﬁﬁﬁmﬁsgﬁgjm§@
3 v 8, 1991

N Baltimore County Egggg of Appoals 18 University ngé
William T. Hackett. ] County Office Buil » Room 313 Catonsville
C;airman L Towson, Maryland 2120& 7 _ 21223'
County Board of Appeals L

Baltizore County ’ - RE: Petition for Zoning Variance

County Office Building L Case No. 91-92-2

Room 315

111 W. Chesapeake Ave.

Towson, Maryland 2120 ] Dear Boaxd,

May 9, 1991

Re: CASE NO. 91-92-A - My wife and 1 (Mr. & Mrs. Samuel N. Guida) received our copy
- of the December 27, 1990 letter to the Board advising that

; Mr. Robert B. Greenwalt, Petitioner, has appealed the November S,
decision rendered by Zoning Commissionsr, J. Robert Haines.

Titing in responss  to your  letter dated May 3, 1991 B We wish to voice our concern with regard to his appeal.
© the Nezice :f issignment for August 23, 1991. - We firmly believe that every individual is entitled to due-
o process and the right of appeal to a decision rendered that may

wish =¢ advi you that we nal grearranged,on January 28,1991, - appear faulty, based on the facts presented.
e oW i et oY Etmate’ for the period Rugust 19, -

-F g e N Ta31. R deposit was submitted . :; However, Mr. Greenwalt {who is a trained and practicins
L attorney) came prepared to the hearing, on October 25, with
4 : supporting documentation of hiz and his wife's oral presentation
G date either prior to L for the variance they sought. My wife and I made our
A N GEuE Your faverable L presentation without the benefit of having been trained in the
s - law. Based on both presentations and supporting documsntation
o Zoning Commissioner Haines rendered &2 decision denying the

= variance based on case law and equity.

L

5 My wife and I believe that if Mr. Greenwalt has new and
3 substantive documentation for consideration by the Board. such

dccumentation should be offered to the Board prior to the
granting of an appeal hearing. Otherwise we believe that
Mr. Greenwalt is filing a frivolous appeal for the purpose of

delaying the Zoning Commissioner's order to remove the deck on or
before April 15,1991.

Indeed, a frivolous filing is not only costly to the County
- alse contrary to the sthical standards by which attorneys ave
ted to practice.

Therefore, we request that the Board demand that
Mr. Greenwalt immediately present the basis for his appeal.
Further., that the Board make a prompt determination as to whether
the request to appeal the original decision has merit.

CAOD FILE 9985188 R.E.G.

{LAND SURVEY & DESIGN.INC. BDNDAFQY SUQVE
e ittt sttt - '

[5'8 N ROLLING ROAD LOTS 21.22. 23

JsuITE o7 < £uﬂ1135§3&f1[.hj§ KNOLL

JCATONSviLLE. MARYLAND 21228
1301-788-4443

i X

el e

WESTERN 1
i

i

p

3 i
i

4

¥

c# Ken WOOI‘ ; '

A R ’i

g

Yrae e,

-
toe ot

i

1

b4

b

|

I

¥

A

D é i
AREA UNDER R

<2:3 = CONSTRUCTION ﬁ
g 4

o P

2 1

<> 2|
7%} i

NS x |
{\\\ I fi
N ;ﬁ
s

S

:

ﬁmé-wl_\\

T e e e

(SHEET SW-a-)

BALTIMORE COUNT

R i L




#1 - Front of the Greenwalt House.

Notice to the left the expanse - s the deck
of the full yard up to the tree #4 This picture show

Greenwalts cut about
on the left side and to the tre. :f:’fnzg:s off the portion of
in the rear. Mr Greenwalt’s the deck that encroached onto
fenced in area is appx 92 ft our property. There !s still a
which is considerably wider tha: question with regard to the
the typical 60.ft gide lots on ' . boardwalk and the property line
the street. This picture does ’ This picture relates to the
net capture the full width of - survey depiction.
the Greenwalt lot. . .

This s a
Greernwal.l*t’

-
.-

- This view, as with #1,2,& 3,
clearly shows that the deck
should have been constructed
on the opposite side of the
pocl because of the ample yard
available.

moWw o

These pictures together with the survey clearly demonstrate that the
construction of the deck onto our property and the violation of the 2 1/2
foor setback were unnecessary since more than sufficient space is available
- This it a view taker. from the to comply with existing regulations.

trees on the left of picture |

#1. You can see the width cf

the Greenwalt’s back yard, the

pool, deck, and our fence.

* R BT T




